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f Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: applicant proposed to amend claim 1, lines 13-16 to read as "a pair 
of holders positioned in the latch body so as to confront each other, wherein the pair of holders is configured to engage 
and hold the hanging portion when the door is closed, and to release the hanging portion when the door is open, and 
wherein each of the pair of holder is configured to translate longitudinally within the latch body so as to engage or 
disengage the hanging portion" and to make similar amendment to claim 27. Applicant argued that the reference to 
Chioffi et al. does not show a pair of holder is configured to engage and hold the hanging portion when the door is 
closed and to release the hanging portion when the door is opened and the reference to Sauders does not show each 
of the pair of holder is configured to translate longitudinally within the latch body. Examiner agreed to reconsider upon 
receiving such amendment. . 



